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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, including tlie fee set fortli in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has 
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 04/25/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Specification 

As specified in the Office Action 01/25/2008, the specification is objected to as failing to 
provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1 .75(d)(1) and 
MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction of the following is required: first business logic component, second 
business logic component (Claims 24, 63, 68 and 69). 

The applicant argued that the claimed subject matters first business logic component, second 
business logic component are the enterprise java beans by providing the definition of enterprise 
bean from Sun Microsystems (Remarks, Page 6, Object to the Specification). 

The examiner respectfully disagrees because the publication date of "Java EE 5 
Tutorial" from Sun Microsystems as provided by the applicant is after the filing date of the 
current application and was not specified in the Specification of the current application that the 
"Java EE 5 Tutorial" was incorporated by reference. Therefore, the "Java EE 5 Tutorial" cannot 
be used as a reference for the definition of the claimed subject matters first business logic 
component, second business logic component. 

In view of the foregoing reasons, the objection to the Specification is continued. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 102 

• Applicant's arguments witli respect to tlie rejection of claim 24 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
As argued by applicant on pages 7-8: 

Claim 24 has been amended to more clearly define the embodiment as a method for generating a 
unified user profile for providing to a user or application transparent access to a personalization 
database and an external user database, comprising wherein the extended first business logic 
component uses a property set, said property set adapted to give namespace qualifications to implicit 
and explicit properties of said data in said personalization database such that the property set can 
differentiate properties with a single name. Applicants respectfully submit that these features are not 
disclosed by the cited references. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As disclosed by Underwood, if a user is a SITE SERVER USER, USERSS SITE SERVER 
USER component of FIG. 1 6.2 considered as being equivalent to first business logic component is 
created. As further illustrated in Fig. 16.2, if the user is not a SITE SERVER USER, USERDB 
DATABASE USER component as second business logic component is created, user preferences and 
user rule object as unified user profile is constructed (Col. 51 Line 66-Col. 52 Line 3), such that user 
role and user name as implicit properties and user preferences as aq)licit properties can be retrieved 
from and updated in ORACLE/SQL SERVER DBMS as external user database (Col. 50 Lines 40-55). 
The UndenA^ood teaching indicates the scope of access is controlled by examining whether a user is 
a SITE SERVER USER, and if the user is a SITE SERVER USER, USERSS SITE SERVER USER 
component is created. Otherwise, USERDB DATABASE USER component is created to increase 
the scope of access. In different words, USERDB DATABASE USER component is created to 
extend USERSS SITE SERVER USER component. 
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The USERSS SITE SERVER USER as the extended first business component uses a property set 
as disclosed at Col. 52 Lines 35-53. 

For many programming languages, a namespace is a context for identifiers. Therefore, the 
claimed limitation, namespace qualifications, is considered as being equivalent to a plurality of qualified 
identifiers contexts. The Underwood property set (Col. 52 Lines 35-53) includes a plurality of 
methods. Each method has a context for qualified identifiers. For example, the method SetPref has 
(String thePrefLabel, String the PrefValue), wherein (String thePrefLabel, String thePrefValue) are 
used to set the user preferences as explicit properties according to thePrefLabel and thePrefValue. 
The methods GetRealName and GetRolelD retum string values representing the user's SiteServer 
and the current user id as implicit properties. In short, the property set as disclosed by Underwood 
adapted to give a plurality of qualified identifiers contexts namespace qualifications lor getting user 
role and user name as implicit properties and setting user preferences as aq)lidt properties. 

As shown in the property set of Col. 52 Lines 35-53 of Underwood, each method has it 
own single name, and no method has a same name with other methods. This feature indicates 
the claimed limitation such that the property set can differentiate properties with a single name. 

As argued by applicants on Page 8: 

In the Office Action mailed January 25, 2008, Underwood was submitted as disclosing generating 
a unified user profile by creating a second business logic component to extend the first business logic 
component. In part, the Office Action stated that "the claimed limitation business logic component 
cannot be considered as being equivalent to a class in programming language as argued by applicant. 
Applicants respectfully disagree. As discussed in the Objections to the Specification section, the 
Specification discusses the use of enterprise Java beans, which provides proper antecedent basis for 
first business logic component and second business logic component. The Specification further 
discloses that a base user enterprise Java bean (first business logic component) is a Java class (see 
paragraph [ 0028]). Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the first business logic component is a Java 
class that can be extended by a second Java class. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/021 ,855 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2168 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As discussed above with respect to the objection to the Specification, the examiner 
respectfully disagrees with the definition of Java Sun Microsystems because the publication 
date of "Java EE 5 Tutorial" from Sun Microsystems as provided by the applicant is after the 
filing date of the current application and was not specified in the Specification of the current 
application that the "Java EE 5 Tutorial" was incorporated by reference. Therefore, the "Java EE 
5 Tutorial" cannot be used as a reference for the definition of the claimed subject matters first 
business logic component, second business logic component. 

Additionally, the enterprise java beans as disclosed by Sun Microsystems are distributed 
objects. The base user enterprise java bean of the current application is a Java class. A Java class 
cannot be considered as being equivalent with a distributed object. 

• Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 63 and 68 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive for at least the reasons as discussed above with respect 
to claim 24. 

• Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 25-29, 64 and 69-73 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive for at least the reasons as discussed above with respect 
to claim 24. 

In view of the foregoing reasons, the rejection of claims 24-29, 63, 64 and 68-73 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102 is continued. 
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Specification 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for tlie 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction of the 
following is required: first business logic component, second business logic component (Claims 24, 63, 68 
and 69). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 68-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 68-73 direct to a system comprising software per se. Software per se is not one 
of the four categories of invention. Software per se is not a series of steps or acts and thus is 
not a process. Software per se is not a physical article or object and as such is not a machine or 
manufacture. Software per se is not a combination of substances and therefore is not a 
composition of matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a whtten description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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Claims 24, 63 and 68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragrapli, as faiiing to 
compiy witKi tlie written description requirement. Tlie ciaim(s) contains subject matter 
wKiicKi was not described in tlie specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 24, 63 and 68, the new claimed limitation such that the property set can 
differentiate properties with a single name "^BS not described in the Specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 24-29, 63, 64 and 68-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated 
by Underwood [U.S. Patent No. 6,609,128 B1]. 

Regarding claims 24, 63 and 68, Underwood teaches a method, program and system for 
generating a unified user profile for providing to a user or application transparent access to a personalization database 
and an external user database {F\G. 16.1). The Undenwood technique comprises the step of: 
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obtaining a first business logic component adapted to work through a personalization server to access said 
personalization database (As illustrated In FIG. 16.2 and Col. 52 Lines 25-29, to access personalization 
database contains user role, user name and user preferences, USERSS SITE SERVER USER 
component as first business logic component \s obtained. USERSS is adapted to work through the SITE 

SERVER as personalization server), 

wherein said first business logic component provides a transparent interface to a user or application through 
which implicit and explicit properties can be retrieved firom and update in the personalizfttion database (USERSS 
provides lAFUser, lAFUserPreferences and lAFUerRole interfaces to a user, through which user 
role and user name as implicit properties and user preferences as explicit properties can be retrieved and 
updated (FIG. 16.2, Col. 50 Lines 40-55 and Col. 52 Lines 25-53), 

wherein the access is carried out independent of any knowledge of the user or application of naming 
convention of data in the personalization database (The access Is carried out by GetUserlD, GetUserName 
and GetRolePref method, therefore, the user has no knowledge of naming convention of data in the 
personalization database in the SITE SERVER (Col. 52 Lines 35-53)); 

generating a unified user profile by creating a second business logic component to extend the first business 
logic component such that said implicit and explicit propeiiies can further he transparently rettieve from and updated 
in an external user database independent of any knowledge of the user or application of the naming convention of data 
in the external user database (As In FIG. 16.2, If user Is not a SITE SERVER USER, USERDB 
DATABASE USER component as second hnsincss lo^^ic component is created to extend USERSS, user 
preferences and user rule object as unified user profile is constructed (Col. 51 Line 66-Col. 52 Line 3), 
such that user role and user name as implicit properties and user preferences as explicit properties can 
be retrieved from and updated in ORACLE/SQL SERVER DBMS as external user database (Col. 50 
Lines 40-55). The access is earned out by GetUserlD, GetUserName and GetRolePref method, 
therefore, the user has no knowledge of naming convention of data in the personalization database 
in the ORACLE/SQL SERVER DBMS (Col. 52 Lines 10-24)); 
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wherein the first business logic component and the second business logic component allow the user or 
application to access data in the personalization database and the external user database (Col. 50 Lines 40-55) 

independent of any knowledge of the data's location {The access Is carried OUt by GetUserlD, 

GetUserName and GetRolePref mettiod, therefore, tlie user lias no [knowledge of data location (Col. 
52 Lines 10-24 and Lines 35-53)); 

wherein the extended first business logic component uses a property set, said property set adapted to give 
namespace qualifications to implicit and explicit properties of said data in said personalization database (Col. 52 
Lines 35-53) such that the property set can differentiate properties with a single name (As sliown in tlie 
property set of Col. 52 Lines 35-53 of Underwood, each method has it own single name, and no 
method has a same name with other methods. This feature indicates the claimed limitation such 
that the property set can differentiate properties with a single name); and further wherein said implicit and 
explicit properties comprise getter and setter properties (Col. 52 Lines 35-53); and 

obtaining a security realm adapted to allow authentication of data in said personalization database and 
said external user database (Col. 51 Lines 4-19 and Col. 50 Lines 46-55). 

Regarding claims 25, 64 and 69, Underwood teaches all of the claimed subject matter as 
discussed above with respect to claims 24, 63 and 68, Underwood further discloses the step of 
generating tran^arent read and write access to said external database (Col. 50 Lines 40-55). 

Regarding claims 26 and 70, Underwood teaches all of the claimed subject matter as 
discussed above with respect to claims 25 and 69, Underwood further discloses the step of 
configuring a server to provide smd read and write access {^\G. 16.2, SITE SERVER). 
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Regarding claims 27 and 71, Underwood teaches all of the claimed subject matter as 
discussed above with respect to claims 26 and 68, UndeoA^ood further discloses server ha 
personalization server {F\G. 16.2, SITE SERVER). 

Regarding claims 28 and 72, Underwood teaches all of the claimed subject matter as 
discussed above with respect to claim claims 24 and 68, UndenA^ood further discloses external user 

database is selected from the group consisting of legacy databases, corporate databases, and customer databases (FIG. 
16.2, ORACLE/SQL SERVER DBMS is a customer databases). 

Regarding claims 29 and 73, Underwood teaches all of the claimed subject matter as 
discussed above with respect to claims 24 and 68, Underwood further discloses external user 
database contains data selected from the group consisting of authentication information, user lists, group lists, 
and group membership (FIG. 16.2, ORACLE/SQL SERVER DBMS contain user lists, e.g., TABLE 
USER NAME). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to HUNG Q. PHAM whose telephone number is 571-272-4040. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, TIM T. VO can be reached on 571-272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/HUNG Q PHAM/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2168 

June 20, 2008 



